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taken together. w. e report °; 
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imagin! ing that any: exte 


‘redress the, b: 


Be aie ante 


force, ‘from the ,West or Piy 
where; would be bro; $ tel 


nationalist movements by: tha_—Deoples, it would not ‘embark |; 


Soviet ‘party.leadership, gives” 
some grounds for hope that ‘a’ 
head-on ‘collision between 
Moscow and the Baltic repub- 
lics may -yet. be avoided. But 


neither side can- be unaware 4 


„how. great is now the danger of / 
“such. a collision, nor yet how 
momentous will be, its cons 
quences if it occurs. Both must, 
know that the fate of peres- 
troika. is at‘stake, and. that the. 
game is being played out in:, 
. full view ofa fascinated yet 

agonised world opinion. i 

. As far as rights go, informed.: 
opinion in the West is surel 
agreed that the Latvian, Lithu- 
anian and Estonian peoples are: 
authentic nations, entitled -by. 


-and their; subsequent e 
ration into the Soviet. Union in 
-1940 was a-military takeover, 
legitimised only by-a grotesque . 
parody of an act of self-deter-. 
mination. The Soviet constitu- .. 
tion itself asserts their right to. - 
secede from the Union (in com- 
mon with all the other Soviet: 
republics). 


Limit to tolerance 


Rights, however, are not 
self-implementing. The world, 
. unhappily, offers many exam- 
ples of “nations” which in 
equity should enjoy the right 
« of. self-determination but are 
revented, by force majeure,” 
from asserting it in practice. 
The Baltic nations have the 
misfortune':to have been 
annexed’ by a’'military super- 
power which, even if declining, | 
is still easily strong enough to” 
crush them, and whose ruling ^ 
elite regards their lands as part 
of its national territorys:The =: 
* tolerance of that: elite,’ under’ 
Mr Gorbachev's leadeyship, for 
free expression and free politi- 
cal activity has,far surpassed 
all expectations! but it still 
- seems. very unlikely: that. that. 
tolerance could extend: to an- 
actual disintegration of: th 
‘Union or’the loss of parts of its ` 


territory, ‘however: ill-gotten;.: responsibility for such develop- 


At. that point the crude: argu- 


ment of- force seems certain to:*- 
- be-invoked, and it is: no 


„ments in-the Baltic (or for that 
-matter.in Moldavia, an analo- 


{those republics, with tanks’ in: |: 
in 1920 by: Soviet Russia, ...arrest- orf: disappearance -.of 


-= Such methods, once adopted; 


‘tably spill over into the han- 
- dling of dissent in other parts 


*-the peaceful management of 


- world as a harsh and dictato- 


-Mr-¥Gorbachev- personally 


d:come. toian |: 
_ abrupt end, and the CoH War}. 
“would return, nen sspt igina 
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: Equally, however, ‘the Soviet |’ 
leadership: should be under no 
illusion that the use of force to 


crush-the nationalist ‘move- 
gous case except that linguisti- 
without “consequences: ‘for | 


ternational ‘relations. Any: 
kind of military crackdown in 


o aterm eto moseonrs 


the; streets and/or. the sudden 


; ers, suppres: 
sion of newspapers etc, would 
wipe out at a stroke all the 
remarkable gains made since 
Mr Gorbachev came to power |: 
in winning the confidence and: 
goodwill of, the rest of. the |’ 
world. ž 


could certainly not be confined 
to the Baltic: they would inevi- 


of the Soviet Union. They 
would also render even more 
problematic, if not impossible, 


the momentous' changes now 
under way in Poland and else- 
where in east-central Europe. 
The Soviet Union would again 
be perceived throughout the 


rial! power.: Inevitably, as in 
China, its leaders would react 
to‘the world condemnation 
with outbursts of i xenophobia. 


might or might not remain in 
office, but what he now stands |’ 
for ‘would “be “irreyocably 
destroyed. ‘The preeaaticlunats 3 
of--dẹtente»:wou! 


‘No one either in the Baltic `f 
states or:in Moscow- should | 
wish to incur even part of the. |. 


ments, in the eyes of the world, |: 
of history; or above all of their 
own people. ; 


